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1- No more manipulation and confrontation (By Venezuela Media Workers) 

Print and broadcast media owners and board members: please assume your responsibility and use your 
power in a positive manner to create currents of opinion, behaviors and attitudes in society in general. If you 
really want dialogue and rectification, take a leading role to benefit everyone and intervene correctly towards 
achieving social peace. Print & broadcast workers: we raise our voice as a right to be heard and to let people 
know what we really feel. 

2- Unfinished Business (By Annabelle Chassagneux and Susan George) 

These negotiations on services affect the future of all the citizens of the European Union [and the EU's 
business partners]. We already know that the EU is demanding great progress from its 29 biggest business 
partners. As a South African friend told us on seeing the long inventory of "bids" presented by the EU to his 
government, "Our government is already privatising far too much for our taste (i.e. the trades unions). But 
this inventory of 'bids' coming from the EU within the GATS framework is very instructive in that it is directed 
at exactly the sectors which we had decided not to privatise." 

3- WTO and the GATS : Our public services are not for sale In France and in Europe! (By 
the French GATS/Public Services Collective) 

Public services are the facilities and supplies that people believe escape strict market rulings, for no 
individual should be exempt from access to them. They are based on principles of solidarity and the sharing 
of goods and resources. They are based on ideas of equal right of access, a capacity for adapting to needs, 
the continuity of the services, and today, the principle of precaution. 

4- No to GATS - Yes to Public Services (Demonstration in Geneva, 29 J une 2002) 

Our struggle is challenging the world as it is today: a world dominated by an economic system which, in spite 
of immense production capacity, cannot respond to basic social needs, with the excuse that they would not 
allow it to make enough profit. On the contrary, we want to raise the values of democracy, equality and 
solidarity to the highest level in order to promote and develop the genuine social and economic rights of each 
individual and every people, regardless of their financial situation. 

5- WTO Tidbits (By the Attac work group on International Treaties, Marseilles) 

Focus on US Senate amendments : fast-track legislation is to be amended to protect US producers against 
cheap imports; a proposed amendment would make it harder for companies to contest national rulings; while 
sanctions are rejected for infringement of social and environmental trade clauses, and the Andine Pact faces 
possible non-renewal, spelling betrayed trust and hard times for local producers. Elsewhere, in a compromise 
ruling, WTO documents are to be made more readily available; while India's demand for revision of 
preparatory procedures for Ministerial Conferences reveals existing malfunctions. 

7- Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 


No more manipulation and confrontation 
[Narco News Publisher's Note: The Trade Union at 


By Venezuela Media Workers Venezuela's largest newspaper, El Nacional, 

released this historic statement yesterday through 
From The Narco News Bulletin its Executive Council, serving warning to the 
http://www. narconews.com/venezuelamedial.htm Media owners that "we will no longer allow 





| ourselves to be used" in the ways that occurred 
during the attempted coup d'etat last April in 
Venezuela Media Workers Statement Venezuela. To my knowledge, this is the first time 
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anywhere in the capitalist world that media 
workers have risen up so coherently against the 
simulators of the mass media. It also serves as 
concrete evidence, as we begin Immedia Summer 
2002, that the revolution against Media is alive 
and well (a fact that, understandably, may not be 
evident yet to many within the United States and 
the developed world, because it comes from 
below, and from the outside in). We await further 
instructions from headquarters. The union can be 
contacted at sitranac@el-nacional.com Special 
thanks to our colleagues at Vheadline.com for the 
rapid translation of this document. ] 





The El Nacional newspaper company has censored 
this communiqué and its workers have taken it 
upon themselves to let people know where the 
union stands. 


Society is currently facing a crisis based on hatred 
and manipulation, imposed on us at will by leaders 
and organizations, a situation, which little by little, 
has led us to confrontations and intolerance on all 
levels and which could end in even greater ills. 


As representative of the workers of the country's 
most important print media, our trade union feels 
a deep responsibility vis-a-vis all the recent events 
and we think it important to announce that we will 
no longer allow ourselves to be used as a political 
flag or as an instrument of confrontation. 


We want to make it clear that we do not agree nor 
will we agree with aggressive political marches, 
work stoppages and strikes for political purposes. 


We do not approve of distorted and intolerant 
news slants and are not prepared to accept 
misnomered leaders and _ organizations that 
allegedly represent, guide and manipulate us with 
their stoppages and strikes when on repeated 
occasions they have denied workers the legitimate 
right to strike for labor benefits and failed to react 
to dismissals of workers exercising the right to 
free union activity and collective bargaining 
discussions to improve labor conditions. 


No more manipulation of media sector workers 
making us responsible for editorial lines. Media 
owners must accept that they are a force in 
society and for that reason have a _ social 
responsibility, not only to the workforce but also 
to Venezuelan society. They must understandand 
accept that their workers are doing our job and 
not working for a political project. If companies or 
media owners support or prefer one of the poles 
or groups disputing political power in Venezuela, 
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we demand that they make it clear that it is the 
employer's and not the worker's position. 


Print and broadcast media owners and board 
members: please assume your responsibility and 
use your power in a positive manner to create 
currents of opinion, behaviors and attitudes in 
society in general. If you really want dialogue and 
rectification, take a leading role to _ benefit 
everyone and_ intervene’ correctly towards 
achieving social peace. 


Print & broadcast workers: we raise our voice as a 
right to be heard and to let people know what we 
really feel. We are responsible for what happens 
like every other Venezuelan. We must take a 
stand. We are the real majority whose support 
those so called leaders falsely claim. They have 
brought us to this confrontation. The real majority 
in the country just wants peace, no work 
stoppages, no war, and no coup d'etats. 


We want to work. 


That is the real majority and we media workers 
play an important role in channeling this sincere 
and optimistic message. 


No more manipulations and confrontation. 


We propose that the media's social commitment, 
journalist ethics, work relationships and work 
contract obligations imposed on _ journalists 
become topics for debate between company and 
workers to reach harmony in media circles and 
society in general, a debate which must be 
undertaken free of the heat of political militancy. 


We must really be convinced that our individual 
and collective future is at stake and that each 
individual and organization must assume a quota 
of reflection to act positively. 


We will not allow ourselves to be manipulated 
again. 


We will not allow ourselves to used as an image of 
lies to propagate disinformation. 


No more. 


It was made abundantly clear from the disastrous 
image of those days of disinformation, in which 
the majority of employees, reporters and 
journalists put our lives on the line only for media 
owners and board members to decide not to 
publish anything and hide from the public the 
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serious events that were taking place in the 
streets, while mainstream TV channels aired old 
movies as if nothing was happening. 


We all must assume those days of confusion, 
tensions, interests, and mistakes with courage and 
rectify with deep sincerity. No more manipulation. 
We workers say firmly and responsibly that we will 
not accept such behavior again. 


We are all responsible for what happened in April, 
responsible for not wanting to dialogue, for not 
being tolerant, and for not allowing all the voices 
of a pluralistic Nation access to microphones, 
cameras and tape recorders. We are all 
responsible for passively accepting editorial lines, 
even when they curtailed the right to truthful 
information. There can be no dialogue and 
conciliation in the country, as long as the media 
continue to stimulate confrontation in society. 
Instead of excuses, inflating and deflating 
situations, all of us must take on a serious 
dialogue that allows us to come closer and that 
creates consensus in which different and obvious 
positions in society will be respected, a dialogue 
based on democracy and not coup d’'etats, 
conspiracies and confrontations. 


Commitment and responsibility must start now 
and we must all participate in pacific and sincere 
change. 


Contact for this article. Media worker union 
sitranac@el-nacional.com 





Unfinished Business 


By Annabelle Chassagneux and Susan George. 
Translation: David & Barbara Forbes and Diana 
Nadalini. Volunteer translators 
coorditrad@attac.org (*) 





Almost 100 European NGOs, including ATTAC, 
wrote to Commissioner Pascal Lamy on 7th May to 
demand transparency in the WTO's procedure of 
"bids" and "offers". 


Let us recall the facts: The ministerial conference 
at Doha gave a boost to the negotiations on 
services (GATS) by specifying that all member 
states of the WTO had to make their "bids" for 
liberalisation in all sectors before 30th J une 2002. 
Then, on the basis of the bids which have been 
made, all member states will have until 30th 
March 2003 to make their "offers" known, i.e. 
which service sectors they are prepared to 
liberalise within their borders . The negotiations 
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based on these bids and offers, will last until 1st 
January 2005. 


These negotiations on services affect the future of 
all the citizens of the European Union [and the 
EU's business partners]. We already know that the 
EU is demanding great progress from its 29 
biggest business partners. 


As a South African friend told us on seeing the 
long inventory of "bids" presented by the EU to his 
government, "Our government is_ already 
privatising far too much for our taste (i.e. the 
trades unions). But this inventory of 'bids' coming 
from the EU within the GATS framework is very 
instructive in that it is directed at exactly the 
sectors which we had decided not to privatise." 


Many organisations have already mobilised against 
GATS and the use made of it by the European 
Commission. We also intend to work more closely 
with our MEPs in the European Parliament, who 
have not been consulted beforehand by the 
Commission even though the future of every 
European citizen is at stake, as well as that of our 
partners. 


Unfinished Business 
We'll see it through. J oin us! 


A- ATTAC Austria 


The campaign begins at the end of June. Aims and 
objectives of the campaign: 


- Moratorium on the GATS negotiations - 
Evaluation of the liberalisation policies until the 
negotiations are completed. Public services must 
be excluded from the talks. 


Elements of the campaign: Distribution of 
information, public education about GATS and its 
consequences, particularly aimed at those working 
in the public sector and its users. 


Information and lobbying activities aimed at MPs 
and local councillors. 


ATTAC Austria is in the planning phase and is 
looking for other partners for the campaign 
(trades unions, students, voluntary organisations, 
environmental organisations) 


Contact : Alexandra Strickner 
infos@attac- austria.org 





B- ATTAC Belgium 
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The campaign began on 3rd May 2002. Actions 
already taken: awareness-raising activities in 15 
Belgian towns in partnership with trades unions 
and NGOs. 


Contact : Arnaud Zacharie 
Belgium@attac. be 





C- ATTAC Finland 


Activities: 31st May in Helsinki: Public meeting on 
the EU's liberalisation bids within the GATS 
framework. 


Representatives from the government and the 
Grand Committee of the Finnish Parliament have 
promised to take part in order to reply to 
questions on GATS and Finland's official policies in 
relation to it. 


Organised by: ATTAC Finland, Friends of the Earth 
Finland and FIPSU (Finnish branch of EPSU). 
Representatives of the main trade unions and 
other organisations have been invited to speak at 
this meeting. 


ATTAC Finland emphasises that information and 
discussion about GATS in the national media is 
still very inadequate. However there is unrest in 
various service sectors and some companies are 
carrying out effective lobbying at the European 
institutions. 


Now they are going to work more on public 
opinion and GATS by organising public meetings. 
They also hope to deepen the cooperation 
between ATTAC, Friends of the Earth and the 
public sector trades unions in the framework of 
the World Social Forum and they aim to set up a 
Finnish committee for the WSF (for information 
exchange and to seek funding). GATS would be a 
suitable bridging theme towards the Porto Alegre 
"Process". 


Contact : Mika Book 
attac@kaapeli. fi 


D- ATTAC France 


- ATTAC Romans published an open letter in the 
press to which their MP reacted by writing to the 
Minister of European Affairs in order to obtain 
clarification on the liberalisation bids tabled by the 
European Commission on 30th June. 
romans@attac.org 
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- The Social Forum of the Far South will be held in 
Toulouse 14th and 15th June: various public 
meetings, workshops and debates are planned on 
the theme: "No to the sell-out of our public 
services". 15th June: rally and _ concert. 
toulouse@attac.org 


Contact : Marc Delepouve 
agcs@attac.org 


E- ATTAC Ireland 

The campaign will begin 1st July 2002. 

Elements of the campaign: 

- A broader circulation of the objectives of GATS 
via the press and public meetings. - Contact with 
trades unions, civil society, political parties and 


NGOs to try to work with them on GATS. 


Contact : Ciaran Mc Kenna / Conor O'Briain 
|reland@attac. org 





F- ATTAC Madrid 
Actions already taken: 


During the Madrid Transatlantic Social Forum, 
which took place during the Meeting of the heads 
of State of the EU, Latin America and the 
Caribbean, ATTAC Madrid provided information 
about the European campaign against GATS and 
made contact with other interested voluntary 
groups and organisations with a view to future 
collaboration. 


Other actions: 

28th May: ATTAC Madrid will form a working 
group. specifically to launch the anti-GATS 
campaign in Madrid. 


Contact : Pépé Arrastia 
madrid@attac.org 





G- ATTAC Seville 


The campaign will begin in June 2002 with the 
Seville Social Forum. 


The intention is to promote the defence of public 
services by repealing GATS and to make contact 
with other partners such as trades unions, 
students an other associations. An initial phase of 
publicity has been launched via the Internet. 
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Contact : Pépé Fernandez 
sevilla@attac.org 





|- ATTAC Switzerland 


The GATS campaign began in June 2001 and will 
continue at least until the European Social Forum 
in November 2002. 


This campaign is led by ATTAC Switzerland, the 
Bern Declaration, the Swiss trades unions, 
supported by around 50 organisations. 


Actions taken: 


- Sending 10 000 postcards to the Swiss 
government - Collecting signatures against GATS - 
Public conferences - Mobilisation and support of 
interest groups within the Swiss public sector 
(particularly on the partial privatisation of the Post 
and the privatisation of hospitals). 


Future activities: - Presentation of signatures to 
the government on 27th June 2002, plus a 
symbolic action - Campaigns by ATTAC groups in 
the universities against the privatisation of 
education (beginning now and intensifying after 
the summer vacation) - Big joint demonstration 
against GATS in Geneva on 29th June 2002, 
organised by the Swiss-Romande Social Forum. 
(An appeal will be sent out to European 
organisations for mobilisation) 


Contact : Alessandro Pelizzari, 
alessandro@attac.org 





Contact for this article. Annabelle Chassagneux 
Annabelle@attac.org 





WTO and the GATS : Our public services 
are not for sale In France and in Europe! 


By the French GATS/Public Services Collective 


We must unite in order to construct democratic, 
efficient and supportive public services. 


Note: WTO = World Trade Organisation ; GATS = 
General Agreement on Trade and Services 


WHY THIS APPEAL? 


Public services - water ; sanitation ; the collection 
and the treatment of waste ; electricity ; transport 
; gas ; health services ; education ; local services 
(such as personal aid or créches) ; security ; 
telecom ; postal services... are an indispensable 
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element for guaranteeing fundamental human 
rights and a tool for social and territorial economic 
cohesion. Because they are indispensable to 
inhabitants’ well being and because, if organised 
in certain ways, they can be a_ source of 
considerable profit, the financial sums in question 
are colossal. 


The role of public authorities on all territorial 
levels in the definition and organisation of these 
services is essential. 


Public services are the facilities and supplies that 
people believe escape strict market rulings, for no 
individual should be exempt from access to them. 
They are based on principles of solidarity and the 
sharing of goods and resources. They are based 
on ideas of equal right of access, a capacity for 
adapting to needs, the continuity of the services, 
and today, the principle of precaution. 


Public services are social stakes that people have 
battled over, and are a measure of the social and 
political forces at work at a certain point in time 
within a society. 


The deregulation by governments of social 
services over the last twenty years has taken 
place in a context of technological evolution (of 
varying degrees according to sector), and in the 
context of the ‘financialising’ and globalisation of 
economies. This has exposed public services to 
the forces of financial markets, which question 
their very aims and the rulings that structure 
them. 


It is now a matter of urgency, as the opening up 
of trade restrictions is advancing through the 
services network. Health and education services 
are not safe from these developments. The 
political policies carried out are the result of 
decisions taken by governments within the 
framework of European’ and _ international 
authorities. A new and important step is being 
taken with the General Agreement on Trade and 
Services negotiations under the auspices of the 
WTO, and the European Commission is to 
negotiate on behalf of the entire European Union. 


For those who do not accept the domination of 
finance and who hope for a world of solidarity and 
fraternity, avoiding new advances in deregulation, 
re-establishing public services and redefining a 
new legal framework for such facilities throughout 
Europe must be a primary task. 
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Today, in the face of neo-liberal forces and the 
interests of large financial groups who wish to 
accelerate deregulation in order to open up new 
markets, the dispersion of trade union and 
associative movements does not allow us to 
correctly apprehend the matter, nor enable us to 
put forward adequate propositions, nor to create 
the balance of power necessary to impose these 
propositions. 


What is the function of public services? 


By ‘public services’ we imply the supply of goods 
and services essential to daily life and the exercise 
of fundamental human rights. These services can 
be offered either directly by local public authorities 
(state administration and local collectives), or by 
enterprises - public (in France, the Postal system 
or the SNCF...), private, or mixed. 


Public service assignments are defined by 
legislation and each appropriate territorial level 
(State, district borough, county and _ region) 
determines the means (type of enterprise, 
application of assignments) of supplying the 
services or commodities in question. 


These public services guarantee the exercise of 
fundamental rights by guaranteeing access to 
goods and services such as energy, health care, 
communication, transport, and education 
throughout the territory, without discrimination 
and equally to all populations. Public services 
contribute to economic, social and_ territorial 
cohesion. They allow essential goods and facilities 
to be protected from the search for profit. Certain 
services are situated within areas of trade, such as 
electricity, others, such as_ registry offices, 
obviously not. Between the two, a whole spectrum 
of situations can exist. It is difficult to establish a 
definitive list of all public services that should be 
considered as non-profit making. 


At the same time, public services can be used as a 
tool by public authorities for regulating the 
market, directing public policies (energy, 
protection of the environment, for example), and 
help towards social and economic development. 
The existence of public services is found in all 
European Union countries, in different forms and 
under different names. But their finality is always 
the same and European Union authorities have 
recognised them as ‘common values’. 


As well as contributing to economic, social and 
territorial cohesion within the diverse member 
states of the E.U. and to a feeling of national 
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identity, public services should also be the means 
of constructing a Europe that is more than just a 
zone of free exchange. It should give birth to a 
sense of European citizenship that is situated 
between the nation and the world. In fact without 
the existence of public services, democracy is not 
possible. 


Over the last few years, the French model of 
public services has been put in danger, following 
the construction of the E.U., by international 
negotiations, in particular the General Agreement 
on Trade and Services (GATS). 


Public Services on a European level 


In all member states of the E.U. you find public 
services, or services of public interest, and the 
sectors covered are similar: water, energy, the 
post, transports... Beyond the diversity of national 
models (in France, a single public enterprise runs 
the nation’s electricity. whereas in Germany there 
are around 1000), they are all run according to 
rules that differ from the general laws governing 
financial competition. The Treaty of Amsterdam 
recognises them as ‘common values’ applying to 
the Union (article 16). 


They are everywhere founded on geographical and 
inter-generation solidarity, and play an essential 
role in social, economic and territorial cohesion. 
They represent a part of the European social 
model. 


There must remain services of public interest 
everywhere and for everyone, and they could be 
created on a European level. On an E.U. level, the 
subject of rail freight could be considered, or a 
satellite guiding system (Galileo) which offers the 
possibility for Europe to become independent from 
the American GPS, or maritime and food security, 
or air control. Why shouldn't there be a single 
European price for example for the postage 
stamp, preventing peripheral regions or areas of 
difficult access from being disadvantaged? 


The diabolical logic of GATS ! 


The GATS forms a part of the World Trade 
Organisation (WTO) agreements concluded in 
1994. It is a framework agreement claiming to 
define the general principles that should govern 
commercial negotiations concerning services. Its 
objective is to gradually achieve the highest level 
of free trade possible within the whole services 
sector, without defining exactly which services 
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should be opened up to trade. It is the member 
states who must decide upon this subject. 


But where are the public services? 


In order to cover the whole range of services, two 
methods are employed. On the one hand, the 
agreement gives the services an extremely vague 
definition. It concerns all services within all 
sectors, except those provided in the exercise of 
governmental authority - that is to say those 
which are not provided on a commercial basis, and 
are not in competition with one or several 
providers of the said service. In France there are 
very few services that escape this definition! On 
the other hand, the services are defined as 
international forms of exchange labelled ‘forms of 
supply’. 


Mode 1 - cross-border provision: the service 
crosses a frontier, leaving one country in order to 
be used in another (the diffusion of a television 
program by satellite, for example) ; 


Mode 2 - consumption abroad: the consumer 
crosses a frontier (for example a tourist goes to a 
hotel in a foreign country) ; 


Mode 3 - an establishment: the supplier crosses 
the border in legal terms in order to invest and 
implant itself in a foreign country (the branch of a 
bank, for example) ; 


Mode 4 - the short-term travel of individuals: the 
service provider crosses a frontier but is this time 
qualified as the ‘physical movement of persons for 
a limited period’. 


These distinctions manage to cover all services 
apart from the army and the legal system. No 
reference is made to public services or services of 
public interest - their specificity is neither 
recognised nor even mentioned. 


We are not to be fooled by the rules of the game 


We find in the GATS the major ‘rules of the game’ 
of international commerce and of financial non- 
discrimination. 


The clause concerning the most favoured nation 
stipulates that an advantage conceded to one 
member can be demanded by any other member 
state. It applies to all sectors of services. The 
clause on national treatment implies that an 
advantage, an aid or funding accorded to service 


page 7(7) 


suppliers of a certain country should be accorded 
to all foreign suppliers. 


The study of access to markets precisely 
enumerates limits to personnel or to participation 
in capital, examines economic needs, numbers of 
service operations carried out and total quantity of 
services produced... these last two clauses only 
apply to sectors engaged in by member states. 


Voluntary implication - but with no going back! 


The member states determine which sectors are 
to be deregulated. This ‘opening up of trade’ is 
based on concessions that are reciprocally agreed 
to. They must be clearly mentioned when included 
in the agreement, and concern nationally treated 
sectors and market access. They are presented 
according to various forms of supply - for 
example, the E.U. has proposed education as a 
sector for deregulation: primary, secondary and 
superior sectors according to modes 1, 2 and 3, 
with national conditions for mode 1. The sector for 
adult education has been proposed according to 
modes 1, 2 and 3 without restrictions. Another 
example - around sixty members have signed 
additional promises in the basic 
telecommunications agreement concluded in 
1997, establishing the conditions under which the 
deregulation operates within this sector - an 
independent regulating authority, transparent and 
non-discriminatory pricing grids for network 
access, etc. Each exception or restriction has to be 
re-examined in principle every five’ years, 
exceptions to the most-favoured nation lasting a 
maximum of ten years. Therefore, the famous 
French ‘cultural exception’ relative to the audio- 
visual sector is to be re-negotiated according to 
the terms of the agreement. This re-examination 
evidently implies that the member states make 
‘efforts’ in order to arrive at total deregulation. 
What is more, it is the WTO who determines, at 
the moment of revision, if the conditions justifying 
the restrictions are still valid! For services as for 
other areas of trade, the WTO makes the rules, 
controls the member states, judges litigation and 
imposes sanctions... when the GATS appears, 
public services disappear! 


How never to be wrong 


In the end, the GATS agreement leaves nothing to 
chance. Subsidies ‘can create distortions in 
competition’, and when this is the case, they 
should be suppressed. In the same way, laws and 
rulings should in no way hinder’ market 
competition. A workgroup is invested with the job 
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of examining the interior rulings of member 
countries in order to determine whether their 
legislation is ‘more rigorous than necessary for 
ensuring the quality of a service’. Nowhere is this 
necessity defined, and it is the WTO who makes 
the decision upon the basis of its own appreciation 
of the situation, unhindered by contradiction. 


Finally article XXII1-3, entitled ‘filing claims in case 
of non violation’, allows a service operator who 
believes himself to be injured by rulings, even if in 
conformity with the GATS, to file a complaint and 
obtain either compensation or the cancellation of 
the ruling. As a last resort, it is the WTO Dispute 
Settlement court, an opaque internal tribunal 
answerable to nobody, who judges the validity of 
the rulings in question. 


WTO: Doha ignores the public services 


The fifth ministerial conference of the WTO was 
held at Doha, Qatar, between the 9th and the 
14th December 2001, two years after the failure 
of the Seattle summit. It ended up, after a long 
wrestle between the various negotiators, with a 
final declaration that was supposed to set off a 
‘development cycle’. A development without public 
services! 


The declaration validated the pursuit of 
negotiations as carried out in Geneva since 1994. 


The agreement has not been modified in order to 
recognise public services, nor has it been modified 
to exclude ‘the common property of humanity’. 
This result cannot unacceptable as a compromise: 
the pursuit of negotiations in Geneva must 
incorporate recognition of public services. The 
E.U., which negotiates in the name of its member 
states, must consolidate services of general public 
interest and have them recognised at the WTO. It 
is the condition necessary for true development, in 
the sense of its being ‘a process of the expansion 
of real freedom enjoyed by individuals’, as 
expressed by the Nobel prize winner for economy, 
Amyarta Sen. 


What propositions can be made? 
On the level of the WTO and world organisations: 


Public services, or services of general public 
interest, must be recognised as means via which 
all individuals exercise their fundamental rights. 
As a consequence, they cannot be subjected to 
profit seeking nor become marketable objects. 
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The WTO and international financial institutions, 
such as the International Monetary Fund (IMF) 
and the World Bank, should be under the 
obligation of respecting the Universal Declaration 
of Human Rights and integrated into the United 
Nations. Public services should be the object of 
exchanges between public collectives on varying 
territorial and institutional levels, and should have 
the right to financial compensation. The conditions 
of these exchanges should be debated not only by 
member countries, they should equally be debated 
by citizens, residents and their organisations so as 
not to be dispossessed of the guarantees that 
public services offer for ensuring the public’s 
enjoyment of fundamental human rights. 


Certain elements essential to life such as water 
and air should be declared common property of 
humanity on an international level and managed 
as such under the control of international 
institutions and organisations representing citizens 
themselves (NGO’s). 


On a European level 


It would be advisable to clarify the mandate given 
to the E.U. to negotiate on behalf of all member 
countries. This mandate should be based on a 
clear conception of services of general interest to 
the European public at large, this conception being 
itself based on the following principles: 


- equal access to public services for all European 
residents across the whole territory 

- continuity of the services in question 

- adaptability in order to take into account 
evolution in the needs of populations 

- transparency in the definition of the aims and 
objectives of public services and _ their 
management 

- a public, pluralist evaluation that is open to 
contradiction, with the possibility of a plurality of 
appraisal. 


It is for us to ensure this campaign succeeds 


These propositions allow for the construction of a 
society based on justice and solidarity, more 
attentive to the needs of sustained development. 
They carry within them an enlargement of the 
field of democracy. It is inconceivable that in the 
future the functioning of enterprises and activities 
vital to society should be handled without the 
involvement of employees, citizens and 
consumers. 
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It is urgent that a debate should be opened, and 
this achievement is possible. That is why we are 
making this appeal to all those who take such 
questions to heart, to associations, to trade 
unions, to local, national and European political 
representatives. Together we can ensure the 
success of this campaign, through future citizens’ 
reunions, through electoral and _ post-electoral 
debate, through the social mobilisations already in 
preparation, and finally, through large 
international gatherings. Our choice of solidarity 
finds an echo all around the world in the 
commitments of those who are working for 
democratic alternatives to free-trade politics. 


Collectif AGCS /Services publics Membres du 
Collectif Association pour la démocratie et 
l'éducation locale et sociale, AILES, AITEC, ATTAC, 
CGT, Confédération syndicale des familles, Droit- 
Solidarité (Al) D), Emmaus International, 
FAADDHED, FAFRAD, Fédération CGT des services 
publics, Fédération AEFTI, Femmes de la Terre, 
Feyka-Kurdistan, Forum des migrants de I'Union 
européenne, France Libertés, FSU, GAS (Groupe 
d'Accueil et Solidarité), Groupe d'Appui France, 
Ligue des droits de I'homme, LASAIRE, Marches 
européennes contre le ch6mage, Nouveaux Droits 
de I'Homme, Pour des Services Publics, Réseaux 
Services Publics, SNUI, SUD PTT 


Contact for this article. aitec@globenet.org 





No to GATS ~ Yes to Public Services 


Common Platform - Demonstration in Geneva, 29 
June 2002 


Initial Signatories: 

AdG, Agir a Gauche 01, Agraf 01, ANS, APCM, 
Attac Suisse, Attac Genéve, Attac Jeunes, Attac 
(Gex), Attac Uni, CADTM, CETIM, Collectif Santé 
Travail Mondialisation, Comedia, Comité citoyen 
pour le maintien des bureaux de poste a Lau- 
sanne, Coordination Enseignants Genéve, 
COTMEC, CUAE, Déclaration de Berne, |’émiliE, 
FSU, INWO, JA, JSS, LCR 01, LCR 74, Marche 
Mondiale des Femmes, MPS, PSG, PCF (Gex), Sep- 
tembre blanc, SIB, SIT, Solidarités, SSP/VPOD 
Suisse, SSP Geneve, Touche pas a ma poste, 
Uniterre, Les Verts Suisse, Les Verts Genéve... 


Translation: David and Barbara Forbes. Volunteer 
translators coorditrad@attac. org 





With hardly anybody being aware of it, the Swiss 
government - like all the other governments 
which belong to the World Trade Organisation - is 
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secretly re-negotiating the General Agreement on 
Trades and Services (GATS) within the WTO. Far 
removed from all social and environmental 
concerns, this agreement has been constructed in 
response to the needs of the multinationals. The 
liberalisation and privatisation measures imposed 
via the GATS benefit large enterprises and 
financial investment companies almost 
exclusively. This agreement is therefore one of the 
most powerful weapons wielded by governments 
to provide an initial opening up to competition in 
the public services, placing them under the rules 
of the capitalist market, and _ ultimately 
transforming them into privatised concerns which 
will generate profits. Secondly, this agreement 
enables attacks on the very principle of free and 
universal public services in the name of the fight 
against unfair competition. It is a straightforward 
blackmail: either you cut subsidies to the public 
services, or you give equivalent subsidies to the 
private sector. 


GATS J eopardises Public Services! 


The meeting of ministers of the WTO held at Doha 
in November 2001 re-launched the process of 
liberalising the services covered by GATS and set 
two important deadlines: by 30 June 2002 each 
member state has to inform the WTO and the 
countries concerned of its bids in the service 
sectors which it hopes will be liberalised on the 
territory of other member states; and then, each 
member state has until 31 March 2003 to inform 
the WTO and other member states of its own 
offers of liberalisation. 


These demands for liberalisation particularly 
threaten the public services of countries in the 
South and in eastern Europe: if these sectors are 
embryonic or under-developed, they will be 
destroyed by competition from abroad; if they do 
not yet exist, they will be prevented from coming 
into being, thus reinforcing and perpetuating 
poverty. But even in the North, we have been 
made aware of the most obvious effects of this 
development, such as in the British railways, the 
electric power system in California, the postal, 
health, and educational systems... a worsening of 
the quality of delivery, growing inequality, price 
increases and deterioration of working conditions 
in the public sector, with significant consequences 
for women’s work. 


However, resistance to the selling-off of public 
services is increasing! 


4 


attac 


Whether this resistance takes the form of protests 
by consumer groups and trade union activists 
against plans to restructure the postal system, or 
mobilisation in the health, energy or water 
sectors, or actions in the universities, in public 
transport or in schools, these mobilisations are 
essential for creating the critical mass without 
which the selling-off of the public services cannot 
be prevented. Only the creation of a large-scale 
popular movement will be able to reverse the 
system and its underlying forces. 


Our struggle is challenging the world as it is 
today: a world dominated by an economic system 
which, in spite of immense production capacity, 
cannot respond to basic social needs, with the 
excuse that they would not allow it to make 
enough profit. On the contrary, we want to raise 
the values of democracy, equality and solidarity to 
the highest level in order to promote and develop 
the genuine social and economic rights of each 
individual and every people, regardless of their 
financial situation. The basic social control of 
services will also guarantee an ecologically viable 
future for our planet. In short: the creation of a 
different world! 


For this reason, we demand immediately: 


- Complete transparency and a broad _ public 
debate to define democratically the policies on 
public services which our governments are 
pursuing; 


- The abandonment of the negotiation and 
implementation of GATS; 


- The maintenance and development of public 
services in such sectors as _ water, health, 
education, social services, social housing, culture, 
environment, the media, communications, 
transport, energy; 


- No privatisation! No liberalisation! No to the 
dictates of profit-making! 


Yes to public services, integrated within their 
geographical area and accessible to all, under the 
control of those who use them and those who 
work in them. The current negotiations between 
the governments of the member states of the 
WTO on GATS are taking place in extreme 
secrecy, and cut off from any democratic debate, 
even though they are of extreme importance for 
the conditions of life of all peoples. 
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This is in particular true of the Commission of the 
European Union, which refuses any transparency 
in this matter, and has just sent a 15-page memo 
to the Swiss government containing its demands 
for across the board liberalisation. 


In Switzerland, this portfolio is the responsibility 
of Pascal Couchepin’s Department, which is not at 
all reassuring. Indeed, this Federal Councillor is 
known for his hard-line neo-liberal positions, as 
proven by his recent statements. According to 
him, “The state should limit itself to a minimum of 
services, contracted out to private or semi-public 
enterprises; ” furthermore, it should “abandon the 
goal of redistribution towards peripheral regions, 
even if this is painful in terms of the reduction of 
services provided, or of the loss of jobs;” it is also, 
according to Couchepin, a good thing to 
encourage co-operation between private 
enterprise and public services in all cases where 
privatisation is not possible for political reasons. 
He also tells us that, if strict economic criteria 
were adhered to, only 800 of the present 3500 
post offices would be kept open; and finally, he 
advocates speeding up the dismantling of the Post 
Office’s monopoly by lowering the standards which 
are blocking competition from private enterprise 
and by removing, as rapidly as possible, all 
subsidies to this public enterprise. 


Contact for this article: Secretariat of ATTAC 
Switzerland suisse@attac.org (French-speaking) 
or schweiz@attac.org (German-speaking) 





WTO Tidbits 


By the Attac work group on International Treaties, 
Marseilles 


1)A US Senate amendment waters down the law 
on fast-track procedure in government trade 
negotiations : 


This amendment (Dayton-Craig) would allow 
Congress to veto specific clauses in trade treaties 
if they affect anti-dumping legislation designed to 
protect US producers against dishonest trade 
practices. The proposal was approved despite 
opposition and the threat of a White House veto. 
R. Zoellick, the US Trade Representative, did not 
hide his disappointment about this proposal, which 
he denounced as "protectionism under the cover 
of a procedural measure", and because it would 
“weaken US capacity to open up markets world- 
wide." 
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The administration is also concerned by a 
proposed amendment (Sen. Kerry) tightening the 
Nafta investor-versus-state rulings, so as to make 
it more difficult for a company to oppose a 
country's national laws. According to some 
observers, support for the Dayton-Craig proposal, 
together with amendments on textiles (reductions 
in US customs tarifs in this sector will no longer be 
authorized unless the other countries also lower 
their tarifs by the same amount) reflect the 
growing anxiety of Congress, powered by the 
country's powerful agricultural and_ industrial 
lobbies, concerning the impact of trade 
liberalization annd cheap imports on the US labour 
market. 


However, the Senate’ rejected Sen. Jo 
Liebermann's amendment, which would have 
authorized the use of sanctions to enforce clauses 
in trade treaties on social and environmental 
issues. 


At the same time, the Andine Region Trade 
Preferences Pact, which has been in force for 11 
years, expired on May 16th. If it is not renewed, 
Andine exporters will have to face tarifs up by 40 
% , to say nothing of retroactive duties of $400 
million on products exported since February 15th, 
the normal expiry date, which was prolonged to 
May 16th by the Bush Administration, in the hope 
of obtaining its renewal by the Senate in the 
meantime. It is this renewal, long opposed by US 
textile lobbies, which is at the heart of the present 
Senate debate on the Trade Promotion Authority. 


The Andine countries feel they've been double- 
crossed, in so far as they have made great efforts 
to eradicate cocaine and heroin production (the 
pact was to- provide alternative export 
possibilities), and they considered that better 
access to US markets was the least they could 
expect in return. All the farmers, lumber 
merchants and jewellers of the Andine region are 
going to be severely affected. 


These obstacles that beset the Andine pact 
underline the difficulties which will be encountered 
by the FTAA (Free Trade Area of the Amercas). 
Some say that the non-renewal of the Pact could 
be used by the US to push nations of the region to 
give support to a permanent agreement such as 
the FTAA. 


2) Lamy bends over backwards 


At the annual meeting of the OECD (May 15-16), 
while members reaffirmed their commitment to 
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reject protectionism and make significant progress 
on the Doha agreement as a whole, what really 
stood out was the permanent disagreement which 
divides the US from its trade partners on the 
safeguard measures for US steel and the new 
American farm bill. (for detail of this new 
agricultural law, visit the website of the US 
Agriculture Department : 
http://www.usda.gov/farmbill). To prevent "the 
clouds gathering over the multilateral trade 
system" from putting at risk the new global trade 
round, M. Moore, in unison with 

the representatives of the Bretton Woods 
institutions, called on members of the OECD to 
"get beyond mere rhetoric" and to "firmly resist 
protectionism". The European Commissioner P. 
Lamy, commenting on the US declaration which 
"reaffirmed the US commitment to negotiate 
ambitious reforms in the agricultural sector" and 
affirmed that the Bush administration was "totally 
devoted to free trade, the biggest of the 
President's priorities after the war on terrorism", 
called this "a favourable signal that the US 
position remains anti-protectionist and favourable 
to free trade." 


3)New rulings on the _ publication of WTO 
documents : 


Documents provided by the Secretariat can be 
published in limited quantities by the organ from 
which they originate; they will be made publicly 
available 60 days after the date of publication, 
prolonged for 30 further days at the request of a 
Member. (The previous delay was 6 months). The 
minutes of meetings are now published after a 45- 
day delay. Members retain their right to not make 
public their own proposals; they must renew their 
request every month after the initial delay of 60 
days. The previous procedures, with their longer 
publishing delay, will remain applicable to 
documents published before May 14th 2002. 


The new rulings are a compromise between 
developed countries, which insisted on documents 
being made available immediately and certain 
developing countries, like India and Malaysia, 
which say they wish to leave their governments 
time to study the documents before making them 
public. The EU, in particular, so it is said, was 
"less than enthusiastic " about this compromise, 
which they viewed as a definite step backwards 
compared with previous proposals. 


4)India demands aée revision of Ministerial 
Conference procedures : 
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The group consisting of India and developing 
countries with the same opinions has presented a 
document on transparency and participation in the 
preparation and = organisation of Ministerial 
Conferences, in reaction against the process set 
up for the preparation of the Doha Conference last 
November. 


In this document, the group proposes : 


- to make all the consultations transparent and 
open 


- to base the draft ministerial declaration on 
consensus, and when this is impossible, to 
indicate clearly and completely the differences 
(passages to be put between brackets [ ...]). 


- that the Secretariat and the Director-General 
should remain impartial about specific problems 
appearing in the Declaration. 


- that chairpersons of the Conference should be 
nominated by consensus in the preparatory 
process, and that the consultations — of 
chairpersons should only take place in meetings 
open to all, meetings to be announced "at least a 
few hours in advance." 


- that the texts for negotiation and the decisions 
on draft agreements be presented only at open 
meetings. 
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- to avoid holding meetings and negotiating 
sessions at night. 


The document also suggests holding all future 
Ministerial Conferences, after the one in Mexico in 
2003, in Geneva, so as to lessen both costs and 
fatigue. 


This document is interesting in that it brings out 
specific malfunctions which occurred in the 
preparation and _ organisation of previous 
Conferences. Most developed countries, along 
with some fast-growing developing economies, 
responded negatively to the document. According 
to their delegations, the proposals would act as a 
strait-jacket on the consultation process, some 
maintaining that, if adopted, they would lead to 
the real negotiations being conducted behind the 
scenes. 


It was confirmed that the next Conference would 
take place at Cancun, Mexico, from 10 to 14 
September, 2003. The hotel complex (20 000 
rooms and 6 000 conference places) is grouped in 
one locality and should not disturb the local 
population overmuch, declared the Mexican 
delegation. 


Contact for this article : omc.marseille@attac. org 





(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. J ust contact them for further details. 





Meeting ATTAC worldwide. 


If you are interested in one of these rendezvous please click on http://attac.org/indexen/ See 


“ATTAC In the World” then “Meeting ATTAC” 


-- Wednesday 12 
AUSTRIA: Graz 
DANMARK : Albertslund 





FRANCE: Rennes - Aix en Provence - Paris Nord Ouest - Paris 19 - Paris 11 - Angers 


-- Friday 14 
AUSTRIA : Burgenland 


FRANCE: Roubaix - Nancy - Montmorillon - Mulhouse - St Quentin 


BRITAIN : London 


-- Saturday 15 
AUSTRIA : Burgenland - Innsbruck 
BELGIQUE BELGIE: Bruxelles - Liége 
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DEUTSCHLAND : Dezentraler Aktionstag 

FRANCE: Orleans - Gardanne - Paris Centre - Paris 11 - Paris 20 
NORGE : Moss 

SUISSE SCHWEIZ : Jura 


-- Sunday 16 
AUSTRIA : Burgenland 
FRANCE: Laval - Paris 14 - Paris 11 


-- Monday 17 

AUSTRIA : Innsbruck 

BELGIQUE BELGIE: Charleroi 

BRITAIN : London 

FRANCE: Chateaubriant - Le Thor - Rochefort - La Rochelle 


-- Tuesday 18 
AUSTRIA : Wien 


FRANCE: St Nazaire - Avignon - Metz - Nancy - Paris Nord Ouest - Paris 11 - Paris 12 


SUISSE SCHWEIZ : Lausanne 
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